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Technical Field 



[0051] This invention relates, in general, to software 
testing within a distributed computing environment, and more 
specifically, to a test tool and testing techniques for 
facilitating testing of duplexed coupling facility 
structures . 

Background of the Invention 

[0052] Certain distributed computing environments, such 
as parallel sysplexes, today provide a nonvolatile shared 
storage device called a coupling facility, that includes 
multiple storage structures of either the cache or list 
type. These structures provide unique functions for the 
operating system and middleware products employed for the 
efficient operation of a parallel sysplex. For example, the 
cache structures provide directory structures and cross- 
invalidation mechanisms to maintain buffer coherency for 
multisystem databases, as well as a fast write medium for 
database updates. These are used by, for instance, the data 
sharing versions of DB2 and IMS, offered by International 
Business Machines Corporation, Armonk, New York. 

[0053] The list structures provide many diverse 
functions. One such list structure function is to provide 
for high-performance global locking, and this function is 
exploited by such products as the IMS Resource Lock Manager 
(IRLM) and the Global Resource Serialization (GRS) function 
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in OS/390, offered by International Business Machines 
Corporation, Armonk, New York. Another list structure 
function is to provide a message passing mechanism with 
storage for maintaining multiple messages on a per system 
basis and a mechanism for notifying a system of the arrival 
of new messages. This function is exploited by the XCS 
component of OS/390, which in turn is exploited by numerous 
multisystem applications for providing a means to pass 
messages between their various instances. A third list 
structure function is to provide for shared queue structures 
that can be ordered and accessed by LIFO/FIFO ordering, by 
key, or by name. Workload Manager (WLM) , IMS Shared Message 
Queues and MQ Series, all offered by International Business 
Machines Corporation, Armonk, New York, are examples of 
exploiters of this feature. These three functions provide 
examples of list structure uses, but this is not an 
exhaustive list. 

[0054] Various components of a parallel sysplex have been 
documented in numerous applications/patents, which are 
listed above and hereby incorporated herein by reference in 
their entirety. The capabilities defined in those 
applications/patents provide the basic system structure to 
create and manage single cache and list structure instances. 
Additionally, various of the patents and applications listed 
above provide extensions to the base functions of the 
parallel sysplex that support the creation and configuration 
of dual structure instances. 



[0055] In many situations, a failure of the coupling 
facility that contains various structures requires 

POU920010038US3 -10- 



significant recovery actions to be taken by the owning 
applications. For example, for database caches and queues, 
this may require using backup log data sets and/or tapes. 
This is a time-consuming process that results in a loss of 
access to the application during the recovery operation. 
Other structures, such as lock tables, may require 
reconstruction of partial lock tables from in-storage copies 
along with failures of in-flight transactions. Still other 
structures, such as message-passing structures, may lose all 
data and require re-entry from the application. So, there 
is a proliferation of diverse recovery schemes with 
different recovery times and impacts. Add to that the fact 
that failure of a coupling facility results in all resident 
structures failing, with recovery actions occurring 
concurrently. This can cause serious disruptions in the 
parallel sysplex. 

[0056] Thus, a need exists for a parallel sysplex that 
has less disruptions. In particular, a need exists for a 
high-availability coupling facility, which improves on the 
recovery times and impacts of existing recovery techniques, 
while also provides for a consistent recovery design across 
various structure types. 

[0057] As a particular example, a need exists for a 
capability that duplexes structures in two separate coupling 
facilities . 

[0058] Many of the above-incorporated, co-filed patent 
applications teach this capability for duplexing structures 
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in two separate coupling facilities. As a result of these 
teachings, a further need exists for facilitating testing of 
such duplexed structures. 

[0059] Software testing is an ongoing task in computer 
software program development and maintenance which requires 
a large portion of development time, computer and human 
resources, and effort. Software may include the development 
of an entirely new application or program, or the addition 
of a new feature to an existing application or system. 
Software maintenance activities generally include the 
correction of reported problems. 

[0060] Testing is performed with a goal of verifying the 
correct functioning of new software and modifications to 
existing software. Generally, software testing accompanies 
even minor code modifications or enhancements to ensure 
correctness. Verifying the correctness of software may 
involve numerous tasks ranging from ensuring coding syntax 
through successful compilation, to checking the execution 
results by examining the output of a software program. 

[0061] Generally, as complexity of software programs 
increases, the amount of testing and the need for efficient 
testing increases as well. As one example, in view of the 
teachings of the above-incorporated applications, techniques 
are now needed to facilitate testing of a duplexed 
structure, such as a duplexed coupling facility structure. 
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Summary of the Invention 



[0062] The shortcomings of the prior art are overcome and 
additional advantages are provided through the provision of 
a method of testing a system-managed duplexed structure. 
This method includes: testing a system-managed duplexed 
structure employing a testcase, the system-managed duplexed 
structure comprising a primary structure and a secondary 
structure; and wherein the testing further includes 
generating a request for one instance of the system-managed 
duplexed structure and processing that request, the 
processing including determining whether the one instance of 
the system-managed duplexed structure is the primary 
structure or the secondary structure; responsive to that 
determining, obtaining primary structure information or 
secondary structure information corresponding to the one 
instance, and employing the primary structure information or 
secondary structure information and directing the request to 
the one instance. 

[0063] In an enhanced embodiment, the system-managed 
duplexed structure is a coupling facility structure, and the 
request comprises at least one of reading information from 
the one instance of the coupling facility structure, 
updating information in the one instance of the coupling 
facility structure, deactivating duplexing in the one 
instance of the coupling facility structure or retrieving 
information about the coupling facility structure itself. 
Further, when the one instance comprises the secondary 
structure, the request can be directed to the secondary 
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structure without breaking duplexing of the system-managed 
duplexed structure. 

[0064] Systems and computer program products 
corresponding to the above- summarized methods are also 
described and claimed herein. 

[0065] To restate, described hereinbelow is an enhanced 
test tool for facilitating, for example, testing of duplexed 
computer functions. The test tool (or component test tool) 
enables existing testcases to test multiple new functions 
such as those disclosed in the above-incorporated, co-filed 
applications. For example, the test tool includes switches 
which in one embodiment may comprise one or more of a 
UDFORDER queue switch, a NAMECLASSMASK switch, a duplex 
switch, a nowait duplex switch, a sync switch and/or an 
async switch, each of which is described in detail herein. 
Generally stated, these switches can be employed to force a 
testcase, or more specifically a request of a testcase to be 
driven in a particular manner or mode in order to test 
different environments and process flows. 

[0066] Numerous advantages of regression testing using 
the above-noted test tool switches are provided. For 
example, testing can start as soon as code becomes 
available, even before the start of formal 
function/component test (FCT) . Existing testcases can be 
employed, even if written for a different environment. For 
example, testcases written for a simplex environment can be 
used in a duplex environment, in accordance with an aspect 



POU920010038US3 



-14- 



of the present invention. Testcases can be run several 
times during a project to ensure that a function has not 
been regressed- The same testcase can be run several times 
to test different functions. For example, the same testcase 
may be run in a simplex environment, a duplex environment, 
and an async or sync mode, for either the simplex or duplex 
environment, and in a nowait duplex mode. 

[0067] Advantageously, the present invention facilitates 
early exposure of defects in new computer code and leads to 
greater stability during formal functional testing. 
Additionally, problems can be discovered that might escape 
formal functional testing, including base problems, 
intermittent problems and problems caused by more than one 
function being executed simultaneously. 

[0068] Additional features and advantages are realized 
through the techniques of the present invention. Other 
embodiments and aspects of the invention are described in 
detail herein and are considered a part of the claimed 
invention. 

Brief Description of the Drawings 

[0069] The subject matter which is regarded as the 
invention is particularly pointed out and distinctly claimed 
in the claims at the conclusion of the specification. The 
foregoing and other objects, features, and advantages of the 
invention are apparent from the following detailed 
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description taken in conjunction with the accompanying 
drawings in which: 

[0070] FIG. 1 depicts one example of a duplexing 

model in which a plurality of coupling facilities 
are coupled to one another via a peer link, in 
accordance with an aspect of the present 
invention; 

[0071] FIG. 2A depicts one embodiment of runtime 

logic associated with a test tool async switch 
function, in accordance with an aspect of the 
present invention; 

[0072] FIG. 2B depicts one embodiment of operating 

system logic for processing a test tool async 
switch function, in accordance with an aspect of 
the present invention; 

[0073] FIG. 3A depicts one embodiment of runtime 

logic associated with a test tool sync switch 
function, in accordance with an aspect of the 
present invention; 

[0074] FIG. 3B depicts one embodiment of operating 

system logic for processing a test tool sync 
switch function, in accordance with an aspect of 
the present invention; 
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[0075] FIG. 4 depicts one embodiment of logic 

associated with a test tool UDFORDER queue switch 
and NAME C LAS SMAS K switch functions, in accordance 
with an aspect of the present invention; 

[0076] FIG . 5 depicts one embodiment of logic 

associated with a test tool duplex switch and 
duplex nowait switch functions, showing processing 
at testcase parse time, in accordance with an 
aspect of the present invention; 

[0077] FIG. 6 depicts one embodiment of logic 

associated with a duplex switch filter for 
filtering testcases not to be duplexed, in 
accordance with an aspect of the present 
invention; 

[0078] FIG. 7 depicts one embodiment of logic 

associated with a test tool duplex switch showing 
execution of an IXLC0NN statement, in accordance 
with an aspect of the present invention; 

[0079] FIG. 8 depicts one embodiment of logic 

associated with a test tool duplex switch showing 
event exit processing, in accordance with an 
aspect of the present invention; 



[0080] FIG. 9 depicts one embodiment of logic 

associated with IXLRT, IXLLIST & IXLLSTM request 
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processing by a test tool, in accordance with an 
aspect of the present invention; 

[0081] FIG . 10 depicts one embodiment of operating 

system logic for processing an IXLCACHE request 
for facilitating test tool duplexing, in 
accordance with an aspect of the present 
invention; 

[0082] FIG. 11 depicts one embodiment of logic 

facilitating testcase control around internal 
system processing, such as an internal event exit 
interceptor for a system managed process, in 
accordance with an aspect of the present 
invention; 



[0083] FIGS. 12A & 12B are one embodiment of logic 

associated with initialization and use of a 
TEST_PHASE variable employed by a testcase to 
understand a testing environment within which the 
testcase is to execute, in accordance with an 
aspect of the present invention; 



[0084] FIG. 13 depicts one embodiment of logic 

associated with test tool message processing 
wherein a display characteristic of one or more 
messages is modified, in accordance with an aspect 
of the present invention; 



POU920010038US3 



-18- 



[0085] FIG. 14 depicts one embodiment of logic 

associated with test tool system name mapping at 
testcase parse time, in accordance with an aspect 
of the present invention; 

[0086] FIGS . 15A-15C depict one embodiment of logic 

associated with an XESXLFXR verb useful in 
directing a request to one instance of a duplexed 
structure, in accordance with an aspect of the 
present invention; 

[0087] FIGS. 16A & 16B depict one embodiment of 

logic associated with an ERROR verb useful in 
processing an environment error indication between 
multiple systems executing a testcase, in 
accordance with an aspect of the present 
invention; and 



pa? 

\n 



[0088] FIGS. 17A-17D depict one embodiment of logic 

associated with a WHENMSG macro which provides a 
multi-system testcase with ability to find a 
message on another system in a sysplex, in 
accordance with an aspect of the present 
invention; and 



[0089] FIG. 18 depicts one embodiment of logic 

associated with a RCRXMAC macro in accordance with 
an aspect of the present invention. 
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Best Mode for Carrying Out the Invention 



[0090] Generally stated, provided herein are various 
enhancements to a test tool and to testing techniques for 
facilitating testing of computer functions, and in 
particular, for facilitating testing a duplexed computer 
structure, such as a duplexed coupling facility structure. 

[0091] Depending on the system, there may be thousands of 
existing testcases for testing structures in a simplex 
environment. The test tool provided herein facilitates 
testing of requests to duplexed structures using, e.g., 
simplex created testcases. Thus, in one aspect, presented 
herein is a testing technique which facilitates taking a 
testcase written for a first environment and driving the 
testcase in a second environment to facilitate testing of a 
function of the second environment. The driving of the 
testcase is accomplished without modifying the testcase. In 
one example, the first environment comprises a simplex 
environment and the second environment a duplex environment. 

[0092] Testing is further facilitated by the provision of 
multiple switch functions which define at least one driven 
characteristic of the testcase in the second environment. 
These switch functions, which are described in detail below, 
include a sync switch, async switch, duplex switch, duplex 
nowait switch, UDFORDER switch, and a NAME C LAS SMASK switch. 
Certain switch functions are mutually exclusive, such as the 
sync switch function and async switch function, while others 
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are not, such as the async switch function and duplex switch 
function. 

[0093] In another aspect, a test tool is provided with a 
system name mapping function. This function allows a 
testcase written for a first environment which specifies a 
system of the first environment upon which at least a 
portion of the testcase is to execute, to be mapped to a 
second environment. In one example, the first environment 
is a first sysplex at a first test stage and the second 
environment a second sysplex at a second test stage. The 
mapping includes referencing a table in the test tool, 
wherein the table embodies system name mapping between the 
first environment and the second environment. 

[0094] Additional enhancements described hereinbelow 
include controlling process flow between a test tool and a 
system to allow the test tool to intercept a system managed 
event both before and after processing thereof, and an 
ability to signal to a testcase the test environment within 
which the case is being executed, i.e., whether the 
environment comprises a functional test environment, a 
system test environment or an engineering test environment. 
Certain process modifications may be desirable depending 
upon the particular test environment. Also provided is a 
method for parsing system test results and setting the 
display characteristic of at least one message type for 
presentation thereof by the test tool in order to facilitate 
operator viewing of that message type, particularly when 
displaying test results from a sysplex. 
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[0095] Various verbs and macros are also provided to 
facilitate both duplex structure testing and writing of new 
testcases for duplexed structures. For example, an XESXLFXR 
verb is provided which directs a testcase request to one 
instance of a duplexed structure. An ERROR verb facilitates 
propagation of an environmental error indication between 
systems in a multi-system environment wherein the systems 
are each executing a different portion of a testcase 
concurrently. The various macros described hereinbelow 
include a WHENMSG macro which allows a system in a multi- 
system environment the capability to wait for a message 
being issued by any other system of the multiple systems and 
upon receipt of that message to notify the other systems to 
continue execution of the testcase. 

[0096] The above description is a high level overview of 
certain aspects of the present invention, and those skilled 
in the art will note that various additional aspects of the 
invention are also described and claimed herein. Before 
describing the test tool enhancements further, one 
embodiment of an environment within which the test tool 
could be used is set forth below. 

[0097] FIG. 1 depicts one embodiment of a configuration 
100, which includes two coupling facilities 102, 104 coupled 
to a system 106 in a parallel sysplex. In one example, the 
system is running an instance of the zOS operating system 
108, offered by International Business Machines Corporation, 
Armonk, New York. Further, in one example, the system is 
running an application 110 that is coupled to a coupling 
facility structure 112 (either of cache or list type) , whose 
location is not known to the application. The actual 
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physical connection is managed by an LFSS component 114 of 
the zOS operating system and commands initiated by the user 
application flow through the LFSS component. 

[0098] Two instances of the coupling facility structure 
are maintained in separate coupling facilities, referred to 
as the primary coupling facility and the secondary coupling 
facility. A peer link 116, such as an Intersystem Channel 
(ISC) link, couples the two coupling facilities. The peer 
ISC link can transmit both primary message commands and 
secondary message commands in either direction. This may be 
physically represented by either two unidirectional links, 
one with a sender channel on the primary coupling facility 
and receiver channel on the secondary coupling facility, and 
the second link oppositely configured. This may also be 
represented by a single physical link where the channel 
interface in each coupling facility supports both sender and 
receiver functionality. This latter capability exists in 
ISC3 links and their variants: ICB3 and IC3, all of which 
are offered by International Business Machines Corporation, 
Armonk, New York. 

[0099] The peer ISC link between the coupling facilities 
is used, for instance, to exchange message path commands on 
the primary message command interface to configure and 
connect the two coupling facilities. Once configured and 
coupled, the peer ISC link is also used to send secondary 
commands of the list-notification type to exchange signals 
as part of the signaling protocol for command execution. 
The sending and receiving of these secondary commands is 
managed by a coupling facility component called a signaling 
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protocol engine 118. Requests by the cache and list 
component of the coupling facility for sending and receiving 
duplexing signals flow through the signaling protocol 
engine . 

[0100] One embodiment of the steps in a normal command 
execution for the coupling facility-to-coupling facility 
duplexing model are shown in FIG. 1 in numeric sequence that 
approximates the time sequence of the command. In these 
steps, various components of the signaling protocol are 
described. A more complete description of the signaling 
protocol is provided in a following section. The extensions 
to the protocol described later are used to enhance the 
performance and reliability of the basic protocol described 
here . 

[0101] Step 1. The user application generates a command 
and communicates this command to the LFSS through a system 
macro interface. 

[0102] Step 2. The LFSS creates two copies of the 
command, sending one to the primary coupling facility and 
the second to the secondary coupling facility. The LFSS 
uses the asynchronous SEND MESSAGE interface without 
notification to allow the two commands to be initiated in 
parallel. The LFSS also sets a synchronize completion on 
initial status (SCIS) bit of the SEND MESSAGE to minimize 
the effects of any busy conditions encountered on the 
channel interface. The link-subsystem (LSS) component in 
the primary coupling facility receives the command and 



POU920010038US3 



-24- 



transfers control to the cache or list component, as 
appropriate. Likewise, the link-subsystem (LSS) component 
in the secondary coupling facility receives the command and 
transfers control to the cache or list component, as 
appropriate . 

[0103] Step 3. The cache/list component of the primary 
coupling facility executes the command to the point where 
the message response block (MRB) would be returned to the 
application. But before sending the MRB and while the 
internal latches are held for the objects referenced by the 
command, a request is made to the signaling protocol engine 
in the primary coupling facility to send a completion signal 
on the peer ISC link to the secondary coupling facility. 
Likewise, the cache/list component of the primary coupling 
facility executes the command to the point where the MRB 
would be returned to the application. But before sending 
the MRB and while the internal latches are held for the 
objects referenced by the command, a request is made to the 
signaling protocol engine in the secondary coupling facility 
to send a completion signal on the peer ISC link to the 
secondary coupling facility. 

[0104] Step 4. The signaling protocol engine in the 
primary coupling facility sends the completion signal to the 
secondary coupling facility and then waits for the reception 
of the completion signal from the secondary coupling 
facility. Likewise, the signaling protocol engine in the 
secondary coupling facility sends the completion signal to 
the primary coupling facility and then waits for the 
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reception of the completion signal from the primary coupling 
facility, 

[0105] Step 5. When the primary coupling facility 
recognizes the reception of the completion signal from the 
secondary coupling facility, the primary coupling facility 
sends the MRB and releases the latches. Likewise, when the 
secondary coupling facility recognizes the reception of the 
completion signal from the primary coupling facility, it 
also sends the MRB and releases the latches. If a failure 
occurs during this period of time and either the primary 
coupling facility or the secondary coupling facility fails 
to recognize the reception of a completion signal, then 
duplexing is broken by the coupling facility by resetting 
the duplexing active indicator for the structure. 

[0106] Step 6. Assuming no errors have occurred, the 
LFSS receives both MRBs from the two coupling facilities and 
constructs a single message response block by reconciling 
the results of the two MRBs and gives this response to the 
application. If, on the other hand, duplexing has been 
broken by one of the two coupling facilities, then the 
operating system will invoke fail-over recovery and one of 
the two structures will be selected as the surviving 
instance. Once the error is corrected, duplexing can be 
reestablished. 

[0107] User transparency is provided because the 
duplexing functions are performed by the LFSS without 
awareness by the user application. 
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[0108] Failure isolation is provided by creating two 
identical copies of the structure in separate facilities, 
each of which can continue as the surviving structure in a 
situation involving the failure of the other. 

[0109] Command atomicity is provided by maintaining 
latches on both structures until both commands complete. 

[0110] Performance is optimized in several ways. First, 
sending the commands in parallel allows for maximum overlap 
of data transfer and command execution. Second, by 
exchanging completion signals immediately upon reaching the 
MRB send point in the command, the completion can be 
detected with minimal intervening latency. Third, the 
amount of data sent in the signal itself is small relative 
to the amount of data sent on the primary link for the 
command. So, a single peer ISC link can handle the combined 
signal traffic generated by commands sent on a significant 
number of primary ISC links. In fact, for small distances, 
a single ISC link can handle the combined traffic of the 
commands generated in a 32-system Parallel Sysplex. Fourth, 
by using list notification as the signaling transport 
mechanism, the signal can be processed by the receiver 
channel engine without needing to interrupt the coupling 
facility control code (CFCC) to process the signal. Fifth, 
by using the SCIS facility, contention detected by a SEND 
MESSAGE can be minimized by causing redrives to be performed 
substantially immediately. 
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[0111] As noted above, various enhancements to a test 
tool and operating system code are described hereinbelow for 
facilitating, e.g., driving of a testcase to test computer 
functions in different environments and process flows 
without requiring modification to the testcase. 

[0112] Component Test Tool 

[0113] A component test tool or simply test tool (TT) can 
comprise a testing application which is run on an operating 
system, such as the above-referenced zOS operating system, 
offered by International Business Machines Corporation. The 
test tool facilitates execution of testcases which are used 
to test a software function or structure. Various versions 
of such a test tool are available in the marketplace. For 
example, Mercury Interactive of Sunnyvale, California 
markets Enterprise Testing Tools; Rational of Cupertino, 
California markets System Testing Tools, and Segue of 
Lexington, Massachusetts markets a Silk Test testing tool. 

[0114] In accordance with the above-incorporated, co- 
filed patent applications, duplex requests to coupling 
facility structures now need to be tested. For example, 
existing IXLLIST/IXLCACHE/IXLRT/IXLLOCK/IXLSYNCH/IXLLSTC/ 
IXLLSTM/IXLLSTE requests need to be tested as duplexed 
requests to system managed duplex structures. Writing 
traditional testcases to test these request types with all 
supporting options would require thousands of new testcases 
to be written. Alternatively, the present invention 
recognizes in one aspect that existing regression testcases 
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written for a simplex environment can be converted to 
testcases to issue requests to a duplexed structure to allow 
a duplex function to be tested with less resources. 

[0115] Thus, in one aspect, support is added herein to a 
test tool to allow an existing regression testcase to be 
driven for testing requests to a duplexed coupling facility 
structure. There are two ways to set a TT switch such that 
subsequent testcases submitted will attempt to system-manage 
duplex the testcase structure upon the first connect (e.g., 
IXLCONN) request to that structure the testcase issues. 

1) Via operator conmiand F TTX, SPECIALFLAG=XESSMDUPLXNG 

2) Via TT defaults file statement SPECIALFLAG=XESSMDUPLXNG . 

Individual testcases can also use this support via the 
S PE C I AL FLAG=XE S S YNCAS YNC on the testcase INIT statement. 

[0116] When TT parses a testcase, it checks the setting 
of the SPECIAL FLAG keywords. When SPECIALFLAG=XESS YNCAS YNC 
is on, the testcase contains an XESCONN statement, and it 
sets bits in a testcase execution table to indicate whether 
a user or system managed rebuild is allowed by the testcase. 
Parsing an XESREBLD or CFERROR verb will set an indication 
to disable the duplexing switch. At testcase execution time 
for the XESCONN verb, if the duplexing switch is on and 
parse did not indicate to disable the switch, TT changes the 
keywords specified by the testcase to include ALLOWAUTO=YES . 
If the structure being connected to indicates that 
DUPLEX (ALLOWED) or DUPLEX (ENABLED) is specified in the 
policy, the XESCONN request will wait for the structure to 
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reach the duplex established phase before returning control 
to the testcase. It does this by issuing an IXLREBLD 
request=startduplex for testcases using structures with 
DUPLEX (ALLOWED) in the CFRM policy and then waiting for the 
Structure Available event to be presented to the event exit 
for structures that either had DUPLEX (ALLOWED) or 
DUPLEX (ENABLED) in the CFRM policy. For IXLCONN requests 
with TYPE^CACHE TT, using the CONE(CONnect request Element) 
address from the returned contoken for the IXLCONN request, 
TT sets a bit in the CONE control block (i.e., a system 
control block for the IXLCONN request) to indicate that TT 
is duplexing the structure for XESLIST, XESLSTM or XESRT 
verbs at execution time, the testcases 1 RESTARTTOKEN keyword 
is changed to the EXTRESTOKEN keyword and an extended 
restart token is generated by extracting the structure 
version from the CONE control block for the contoken in use. 
For XESCACHE verbs an extended restart token is not 
generated, but the IXLCACHE service routine checks the bit 
set in the CONE by TT and will allow the RESTARTTOKEN 
keyword to be used instead of the required IXLCACHE 
EXTRESTOKEN keyword. 

[0117] By having the test tool duplex the structure 
without testcase intervention, existing testcases that 
tested simplex coupling facility functions can be used to 
test the corresponding requests issued to a duplexed 
structure . 

[0118] In order to facilitate the driving of testcases 
written for a first environment in a second environment, 
various switch functions are described herein for inclusion 
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in the test tool. In certain cases, the switch functions 
also comprise modifications to the operating system code, 
which are also described below. As one example, the 
operating system is assumed to comprise a z/OS operating 
system having certain known IXL commands. The z/OS 
operating system is described in detail in the following IBM 
publications, each of which is hereby incorporated herein by 
reference in its entirety: 

[0119] "z/OS V1R1.0 MVS Programming Sysplex Services 
Guide", SA22-7617-00; 

[0120] "z/OS V1R1.0 MVS Programming Sysplex Services 
Reference", SA22-7618-00; and 

[0121] "z/OS V1R1.0 MVS Setting Up A Sysplex", SA22- 

7625-00. 

[0122] In one embodiment, the test tool application is 
provided with multiple switch functions, which as noted, 
enhance use of pre-existing testcases. These switch 
functions include an async switch function, a sync switch 
function, an IXLCONN UDFORDER switch function and a 
NAMECLASSMASK switch function, a duplex switch function, and 
a duplex nowait switch function. Detailed discussion of 
each of these switches and their associated logic is 
provided below. 
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[0123] Test Tool - Asvnc Switch 



[0124] The z/OS operating system is to include updates to 
internal 1XLL0CK processing to allow lock requests to the 
coupling facility to be driven asynchronously, where prior 
operating system releases only issued lock requests 
synchronously to the coupling facility. These changes 
resulted in a rewrite of the mainline function of IXLLOCK 
processing. The decision of whether the IXLLOCK request is 
to be driven sync or async is based on internal tables of 
:, service times. The testing of this code requires that both 

p the sync and async paths for all IXLLOCK requests be tested. 

J{ Existing test tools and regression testcases could drive one 

""4. 

09 . of the paths, depending on system performance, but no 

T\ control over the drive mode has been available. In order to 

H . 

\J test this new code, a way is needed to drive both the sync 

!U and async paths without writing a large amount of new 

'<ssz? 

HI testcases. 



[0125] A solution is to add logic to the TT (component 
test tool) to allow a user to specify via an external 
parameter how an IXLLOCK request is to be processed by the 
system. For example, by setting the XESSYNCASYNC, existing 
testcases could be executed with all IXLLOCK requests driven 
asynchronously to the coupling facility. Without this 
parameter set, the system heuristic code would decide how 
the request is to be processed. 

[0126] One embodiment of a TT async switch is processed 
in two parts as shown in FIGS. 2A & 2B. One part is in the 
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TT tool code 200 (see FIG. 2A) and the other is in the z/OS 
code 250 (see FIG. 2B) . 



[0127] When a TT testcase is executing a statement for an 
IXLCONN request 205 (FIG. 2A) , it checks to see if the TT' s 
async switch is "on" 210. If "no", the TT continues 
testcase execution as normal 225. If "yes", the TT sets a 
bit (Cone Lock Toggle) in the internal system control 
representing the connection to the structure 215 and issues 
a message to the console indicating all requests the 
U connector issues will be issued asynchronously to the 

O coupling facility 220, after which testcase execution as 

O 

Q normal is continued 225. 

vi [0128] As shown in FIG. 2B, when the testcase issues a 

% i request to the coupling facility via the IXLLOCK, IXLLIST, 

Q IXLCACHE, IXLRT or IXLSYNCH services 255, the system code 

^ checks the ConeLockToggle bit 260. If the bit is set, the 

j|| request is sent asynchronously to the coupling facility 285. 

J3 Otherwise, the system heuristic is used to determine how the 

ill 

request will be issued to the coupling facility 265. If 
system heuristics are used to send the request to the 
coupling facility, processing determines whether the request 
is to be issued synchronously to the coupling facility 270. 
If "no", then the request is sent asynchronously to the 
coupling facility 285. If "yes", then the result of the 
request, for example, a return code is provided 275 and 
control returns to testcase 280. If the request is sent 
asynchronous to the coupling facility, the testcase is 
notified via a return code which indicates that the request 
was started asynchronously 290 prior to return of processing 
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to the testcase 280. The testcase is thus notified the 
request was issued async or is given results. 

[0129] The above-summarized logic allows a single 
testcase to use the heuristic decision making or the 
asynchronous flow of the IXLLOCK request without being 
modified. When combined with the SYNC switch, the NOWAIT 
switch and the DUPLEX switch (which are described below) the 
same unmodified testcase can be used to test several 
different environments and flows in the system code. 

[0130] Test Tool - Sync Switch 

[0131] As noted, the z/OS operating system is to include 
updates to internal IXLLOCK processing to allow lock 
requests to the coupling facility to be driven 
asynchronously where prior system releases only issued lock 
requests synchronously to the coupling facility. These 
changes resulted in a rewrite of the mainline function of 
IXLLOCK processing. The decision of whether the IXLLOCK 
request is to be driven sync or async is based on internal 
tables of service times. The testing of this code requires 
that both the sync and async paths for all IXLLOCK requests 
be tested. Existing test tools and regression testcases 
could drive one of the paths, depending on system 
performance, but control over the drive mode has been 
unavailable. In order to test the new code, a way is needed 
to drive both the sync and async paths without writing a 
large amount of new testcases. 
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[0132] A solution is to add support to the TT (test tool) 
to allow a user to specify via an external parameter how an 
IXLLOCK request is to be processed by the system. For 
example, by setting the XESREQUESTSYNC, existing testcases 
could be executed with all IXLLOCK, IXLLIST, IXLCACHE, IXLRT 
and IXLSYNCH requests driven synchronously to the coupling 
facility if possible. Without this parameter set, the 
system heuristics code could decide how a request is to be 
processed. 

[0133] In one embodiment, a TT async switch is processed 
in two parts. One part is in the TT tool code 300 (FIG.3A) 
and the other is in the z/OS code 350 (FIG. 3B) . 

[0134] When a TT testcase is executing a statement for an 
IXLCONN request 305 (FIG. 3A) , it checks to see if the TT's 
sync switch is "on" 310. If "no", the TT continues testcase 
execution as normal 325. If "yes", the TT sets a field 
(ConeSashThreshhold Time) in the internal system control 
representing the connection to the structure to, e.g., 
1 8ffffffff T x 315, and issues a message to the console 
indicating that all requests the connector issues will be 
attempted synchronously to the coupling facility 320, after 
which testcase execution continues 325. 

[0135] As shown in FIG. 3B, when the testcase issues a 
request to the coupling facility via the IXLLOCK, IXLLIST, 
IXLCACHE, IXLRT or IXLSYNCH service 355, system code checks 
the ConeSashThreshold time field for "0" 360. If the field 
is not zero, it uses the ConeSashThreshhold value 365. 
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Otherwise, a system heuristic value is used 370 . If the 
value used is less than an average time target (i.e., a 
system value to convert to async) 375, the request will be 
issued to (for example) the coupling facility synchronously 
380. Otherwise the request is driven async 385. The 
testcase is then notified that the request was issued async 
395, and is given request results 395. Thereafter, testcase 
processing continues 397. 

[0136] Note that the above-summarized logic allows a 
single testcase to test both the heuristic decision making 
and the synchronous flow of the IXLLOCK request without 
being modified by having TT set a very large value in 
ConeSashThreshHold Time. When combined with the ASYNC 
switch, the NOWAIT switch and the DUPLEX switch, the same 
unmodified testcase can be used to test several different 
environments and flows in the system code. 

[0137] Test Tool - IXLCQNN UDFORDER and NAME C LAS SMAS K 
switches 

[0138] Cache structures in coupling facilities can be 
allocated with different options at different CFLEVELs. The 
different options affect the processing of IXLCACHE commands 
within the coupling facility. At a CFLEVEL>==5, cache 
structures support UDF order queues and at a CFLEVEL>=7 they 
support NAMECLASS Masks. Name class masks allows a pattern 
definition to be applied to entry names for purposes of 
assigning entries to name classes in a structure. Name 
classes may be used by the coupling facility to improve the 
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efficiency of processing for commands such as IXLCACHE 
REQUEST-DELETENAME . UDF order queues for a structure cause 
castout class queues to be maintained in user data fields 
order. Testing of these changes to structure processing 
impacted requests other than the ones that were externally 
visible- For dupexed structures, this would require a large 
amount of testcases to cover all possible combinations of 
structure options and requests, A way is thus needed to 
allow existing testcases to be executed with different 
structure options without changes, since the externally 
visible results would not change based on the different 
internal processing. 

[0139] A solution to this need is to add support to the 
TT (component test tool) to allow a user to specify the 
state of one or more switches which control allocation of 
the coupling facility cache structure. UDF order queues and 
NAMECLASSMASK switches can be used separately or together. 

[0140] Referring to FIG. 4, as a TT testcase executes an 
IXLCONN statement 4 95, it checks to see if the UDFORDER 
QUEUE switch is "on" 410. If "yes", it checks to see if the 
testcase specified the IXLCONN UDFORDER keyword 415. If it 
did, then TT does not modify the IXLCONN parameters. 
Otherwise, TT changes the request parameters to be 
UDFORDER (YES) 420. Next, TT checks to see if the 
NAMECLASSMASK switch is "on" 425. If "yes", it checks to 
see if the testcase specified the IXLCONN NAMECLASSMASK 
keyword 430. If "no", then the NAMECLASSMASK parameter is 
changed to "yes" 435. Otherwise, TT checks to see if either 
of the two parameters was changed 440, and if "yes" again it 
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checks to see if the CFLEVEL is specified 445, because 
IXLCONN has a minimum required cf level for both keywords. 
If the IXLCONN CFLEVEL keyword is not specified, or is less 
than 5 with the UDFORDER parameter changed, or is less than 
7 with the NAMECLAS SMASK parameter changed 450, TT sets the 
minimum cf level to 5 or 7, respectively 455. It then issues 
the IXLCONN request 4 60, after which the next statement is 
processed 465. 

[0141] The above-summarized logic allows existing 
coupling facility cache structure testcases to be executed 
without modification of the testcase source to cover certain 
differences in internal coupling facility processing. 
Running the same testcase with different combinations of the 
UDF order queue and NAMECLASSMASK switches allows the same 
testcase to test multiple paths of the coupling facility 
code . 

[0142] Test Tool Duplex and Duplex Nowa it Switches 

[0143] The system-managed duplexing support in the z/OS 
operating system and CFLEVEL are to include updates allowing 
a structure in a coupling facility to be duplex into another 
coupling facility. At the time duplexing is established, 
some or all of the contents of the primary structure are 
copied into a secondary structure. While the structure is 
copied, access to the structure is quiesced and any new 
requests are held by the system until the structure contents 
have been copied. Then, each subsequent request issued by a 
connector to the structure is driven to the duplexed pair of 
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structures as a simplex operation, a duplexed operation, or 
a combination of a simplex operation followed by a duplexed 
operation. The validation of the updated z/OS and CFCC code 
require that each possible command be executed to a duplexed 
structure with as many of the command options as possible. 

[0144] To support system-managed duplexing protocols, an 
application would need to change the IXLCONN ALLOWAUTO 
keyword to be YES and change any IXLCACHE, IXLLIST or IXLRT 
requests that use the RESTOKEN keyword to use the 
EXTRESTOKEN keyword. The connections event exit will 
receive new Structure State Change, Structure Temporarily 
Unavailable and Structure Available events. All other 
processing for system managed duplexing is to be transparent 
to the application. There are a large set of existing 
testcases that cover the majority of the commands and 
options for coupling facility requests, which were created 
as each coupling facility function was created. In order to 
test system managed duplexing support, without aspects of 
the present invention, each of the existing testcases would 
have to be copied and modified to support system managed 
duplexing, as well as new testcases created. This would 
require a large amount of resources to accomplish. 

[0145] A technique allowing existing testcases to be used 
to cover new code without copying and/or modifying each 
testcase to support duplexing is therefore desired. 

[0146] Existing testcases are written in the internal TT 
(component test tool) language. Support is thus added to TT 
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to allow a user to specify via an external parameter how a 
testcase connects to and uses a coupling facility structure. 
By setting new XESSMDUPLXNG or XESSMDUPLXNOWAIT switches, 
existing testcases can be executed against a coupling 
facility structure that is in the duplex established phase 
of a duplexing rebuild, or against a structure that 
undergoes duplexing start during the testcase execution. 
The XESSMDUPLXNG switch gets the structure duplex 
established before any request is issued, such that the 
testcase issues requests against a duplex established 
structure. The XESSMUPLXNOWAIT switch starts a duplexing 
rebuild, but allows testcase execution to continue in 
parallel with the structure starting duplexing. This tests 
the system code to quiesce structure access when starting 
duplexing. The switch can be set in the TT control file or 
in the testcase on the INIT statement. The INIT statement 
initializes test tool processing for the testcase. Support 
is also added to filter out at testcase parse time any 
testcase that is unable to execute if the structure is 
system managed duplexed. 

[0147] Processing for the duplexing switches is 
accomplished by TT at testcase parse time and execution 
time, and by z/OS at execution time. 

[0148] At testcase parse time (see FIG. 5), the testcase 
and its statements are input 505, and a check is made to see 
if either the XESSMDUPLXNG or XESSMDUPLXNOWAIT switch is set 
"on" in the default file 510. If either is "on", an 
indication of which is set is saved for use at execution 
time 515. The testcase statements are then parsed one at a 
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time 520. If the testcase statement is an INIT statement 
525, it checks for one of the duplex switches being 
specified 530. If one was, the value is saved 535 and 
overrides the value saved at 515. Processing then checks 
for an additional statement 575 and parsing continues* 

[0149] If the statement is an IXLCONN statement 540, a 
check is made to see if any of the keywords are specified 
that makes it ineligible for duplex processing 545. One 
embodiment of this filtering is described below with 
reference to FIG. 6. If the testcase should not duplex, an 
indication that the testcase is not allowed to duplex is 
saved 550. If the statement is a CFERROR statement 555, a 
check is made to see if any of the keywords are specified 
that makes it ineligible for duplex processing 560. The 
filtering is again described below. If the testcase should 
not duplex, an indication that the testcase is not allowed 
to duplex is saved 550. If the statement is an IXLREBLD 
statement 565, an indication that the testcase is not 
allowed to duplex is saved 570. Once all statements have 
been processed 575, testcase execution begins 580, i.e., 
assuming that the parsing was successful. 

[0150] The filtering 600 done at parse time (see FIG. 6) 
makes ineligible for duplex processing testcases that are 
unable to execute properly if the structure is duplexed. 
For example, testcases that are written to test user managed 
rebuild functions would fail if the structure is duplexed, 
and testcases that are testing structure failure would have 
the structure fail, if one instance of a duplexed structure 
is hidden from the testcase. A parse statement 605 is 
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initially evaluated to determine if the statement is an 
IXLREBLD statement 610. If "yes", an indication is set that 
duplexing is not allowed 635 and processing returns to the 
parser 625. If the statement is a CFERROR verb 615, 
processing determines whether the CFERROR structure failure 
or facility failure keywords are set 630. If "yes", an 
indication is set that duplexing is not allowed 635, 
otherwise processing returns to the parser. If the 
statement is an IXLCONN statement 620, and if the ALLOWAUTO 
keyword 640 or the ALLOWREBLD 645 keyword is set, an 
indication that duplexing is not allowed is set 635. 
Thereafter, processing returns to the parser 625. 

[0151] If the testcase parses successfully, statement 
execution 700 begins (see FIG. 7) . At execution time for an 
IXLCONN statement 705, processing checks to see if one of 
the duplexing switches is "on" 710, and that duplexing has 
not been prevented by the filtering. If duplexing is 
allowed, an IXCQUERY request 715 is done for the structure 
to see if the CFRM policy has DUPLEX (ALLOWED) or 
DUPLEX (ENABLED) 720. If either value is specified in the 
CFRM policy, the IXLCONN parameters are modified to also 
specify the ALLOWAUTO=YES keyword 725. 

[0152] The IXLCONN request is then issued 730. If the 
IXLCONN is successful, a duplexing switch is set and the 
CFRM policy specifies DUPLEX (ALLOWED) or DUPLEX (ENABLED) 
735, then processing determines if the structure is not 
already duplexed 740 and the CFRM policy specifies 
DUPLEX (ALLOWED) 745. If so, an IXLREBLD REQUEST=STARTDUPLEX 
is issued for the structure 750. In either case, where 
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duplexing is allowed, and it is not the NOWAIT switch, TT 
will wait on an ECB for the structure to become duplexing by 
waiting for the event exit to receive the "Structure 
Available Event" 755. Once the event is presented, if the 
structure is a cache structure type 760, a bit is set in the 
system CONE control block representing the connection that 
indicates this connection is using TT's duplexing switch 
code 765. The next statement 770 is then processed. Note 
that each connection is required to have an event exit, 
which TT has code to handle. 

[0153] If TT changes the IXLCONN keywords to specify 
ALLOWAUTO=YES, the event exit processing deals with events 
differently as shown by logic 800 of FIG. 8. When an event 
is presented to the event exit by the system 805, TT checks 
to see if the testcase is using the duplexing switches 810. 
If "yes", and if the event is a "structure available event" 
815, it posts ECB which the IXLCONN routine is waiting on 
820. Processing then checks to see if the event is a 
structure available event, structure temporarily unavailable 
event or structure state change event 825. If it is not one 
of these events, it calls the testcase event exit routine 
830, before returning to system processing 835. 

[0154] Once control is returned to the testcase after the 
IXLCONN statement has been processed, it will issue requests 
to the structure. Connections that use the ALLOWAUTO=YES 
keyword need to supply EXTRESTOKEN instead of the RESTOKEN 
keyword. As shown in logic 900 of FIG. 9, if the structure 
type is list or lock and the request type is IXLRT, IXLLIST 
or IXLLSTM 905, then TT checks to see if the request uses 
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the RES TOKEN keyword 910. If not, the request is issued to 
the system and processing advances to the next statement 
920. If it does, and TT duplexed the testcase 915, it 
builds an extended restart token using the structure version 
and the specified RES TOKEN 925. TT then changes the request 
parameters to use the EXTRESTOKEN keyword instead of the 
RESTOKEN keyword 930 and issues the request 935. Once the 
request completes, no further work is necessary for the 
IXLLIST and IXLLSTM requests because the RESTOKEN value that 
needs to be returned to the testcase as part of the returned 
EXTRESTOKEN is at the same offset in the answer area as the 
RESTOKEN would have been. If the request is an IXLRT 
request 940, TT takes the RESTOKEN portion of the returned 
EXTRESTOKEN and places it in the correct location to be 
returned as a RESTOKEN to the testcase 945. 

[0155] If the structure type is a cache structure a 
different process 1000 is employed (FIG. 10) . The offsets 
for RESTOKEN and EXTRESTOKEN do not overlap in the IXLCACHE 
answer areas. This would have meant extensive changes to TT 
to cover all possible cases, so instead of converting the 
request to use EXTRESTOKEN, the z/OS code is modified herein 
to allow RESTOKEN to be specified for connections that have 
had a bit set in the internal CONE control block by TT's 
IXLCONN processing. For each IXLCACHE request issued 1005, 
z/OS code checks to see if the request specifies a RESTOKEN 
1010, and if so, it checks to see if the connection is using 
TT's duplexing support 1025. If "yes" again, it allows use 
of the RESTOKEN keyword 1030, instead of failing the 
request. If either checks at 1010 or 1025 fail, the z/OS 
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RESTOKEN keyword checks are processed 1015, after which the 
system processes the request 1020. 

[0156] TT's System-Managed Event Interceptor 

[0157] System code in OS/390 Release 8, offered by 
International Business Machines Corporation, allows a 
coupling facility structure to be system-managed rebuilt 
without application intervention. This support has system 
code intercept the rebuild events and process them. The 
system-managed rebuild support deals with errors happening 
in between the rebuild phases. However, there is no 
externally supported interfaces for controlling the 
processing of the intercepted events. In order to 
facilitate the testing of this function, the TT is enhanced 
to intercept these system intercepted events and allow 
errors to be injected prior to the system processing the 
event. TT does this by modifying system code to route 
control to a TT module, which then calls testcase code with 
the exit parameter list to inject errors or verify 
information, and then route control to the system module 
that processes the intercepted events. 

[0158] Further the z/OS operating system updates for 
system-managed duplexing rebuild require testcases to 
validate processing after the system code processes the 
internal event, but before the next phase of the system- 
managed duplexing rebuild. TT' s event exit interceptor's 
code is thus changed herein (see FIG. 11) to allow control 
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to be given to the testcase exit before and optionally after 
the system processes the event. 

[0159] As shown by logic 1100 of FIG. 11, when TT T s event 
exit interceptor interceptor's code gets control 1105, it 
routes control to a testcase exit 1110 with a bit set in the 
parameter list to indicate that the exit has been called 
prior to the system processing the event. The testcase code 
can optionally set a return code (RC) in the parameter list 
which indicates that control should be returned to the 
testcase exit after the system processes the intercepted 
event (e.g., RC=4) . TT checks the return code from the 
testcase exit 1115 and saves an indication that control 
should be routed to the testcase exit after the system 
processes the event 1120, when the return code so specifies. 
TT then calls the system module that processes the event 
1125. After control is returned to TT from the system 
module, TT checks the saved return code 1130, and routes 
control to that testcase exit again with a bit set 
indicating that the testcase exit code is being called after 
the system processed the event 1135. Thereafter, control 
returns to system processing 1140. 

[0160] This additional support allows testcases to 
validate that the system code did the correct processing for 
the intercepted event. The support also opens additional 
windows where errors could be injected. This facilitates 
the testing of the error recovery code of the z/OS system. 
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[0161] TT Support: TESTJPHASE Variable 



[0162] Testcases written by function test are used for 
regression testing not only by function test, but by the 
system test and engineering system test (hardware) groups as 
well. However, the execution environments for each of these 
three groups running the testcases is different. This 
conventionally meant that certain testcases needed to be 
modified by each group to deal with the differences in the 
environments. Individual testers also need to make sure 
M* that testcases that were not appropriate for particular 

S environments were not sent to these groups. The management 

M and maintenance of these testcases can be difficult. A way 

Si is thus needed to allow a testcase itself to detect and 

H control execution based on the environment the testcase is 

being executed in. 

<W 

y- [0163] A TT typically has a control file where defaults 

j £f can be set. A new control statement is created to represent 

n\ the execution environment, called TEST PHASE. In one 

embodiment, TEST_PHASE has three settings, FCT (function 
test) , SVT (system test) and EST (engineering system test) . 
This environment variable is then checked by the testcase at 
execution time, and used to control testcase processing. 
For example, in a function test environment, the testcase 
may want to change the CFRM policy. It can thus check the 
TEST_PHASE variable and only change the CFRM policy if it is 
set to FCT. Each test group can set TEST_PHASE for their 
environment and not have to modify the testcases themselves. 
It allows a testcase to be coded so that it handles each 
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environment such that at the time testcases are passed on to 
system test or engineering system test, each testcase does 
not have to be reviewed for the new environment. This saves 
all three test groups time that would otherwise be used 
reviewing and modifying testcases. 

[0164] FIG . 12A depicts one embodiment of logic 1200 for 
initialization of a TEST_PHASE variable. When the test tool 
initializes and processes the control defaults file 1205, it 
checks to see if the statement being processed is TEST_PHASE 
1210. If "no", the statement is processed as appropriate 
therefore 1215, and processing continues if there are more 
statements to process 1220. 

[0165] If the statement is TEST_PHASE, then the value is 
checked for "FCT" 1225. If "yes", the testcase accessible 
variable TEST_PHASE is set to the string "FCT" 1230. If the 
value is not "FCT", it is checked to see if the value is 
"SVT" 1235. If "yes", the testcase accessible variable 
TEST_PHASE is set to the string "SVT" 1240. If the value is 
not "SVT", it is checked to see whether it equals "EST" 
1245. If not "EST", then an error message is issued 1255. 
If it is, the testcase accessible variable TEST_PHASE is set 
to the string "SVT" 1250. If there are additional 
statements to process 1220, processing continues. 
Otherwise, initialization is complete 1260. 

[0166] During testcase execution, the logic embodiment of 
FIG. 12B allows the testcase to check the TEST_J?HASE 
variable, and based thereon to control processing of the 
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testcase 1265. If the value of TEST_PHASE is " FCT" 1270, 
processing (e.g., process A) is performed specific to that 
environment 1275. If the value of TEST_PHASE is "SVT" 1280, 
processing (e.g., process B) specific to that environment is 
performed 1285. If the value of TEST_PHASE is "EST", 
processing specific to that environment is performed 1295. 
Thereafter, testcase execution continues 1297. 

[0167] TT Support: Modifying Display Characteristic of 
Testcase Message (s) 

[0168] TT testcases written by function test can contain 
multiple parts that each run on separate systems in a 
sysplex. Each of the multiple parts can issue its own 
success or failure messages. The messages are issued as 
normal write-to-operators (WTOs) . As such, they normally 
appear on a system console in the same color as other normal 
system messages. If the TT testcase is a multiple system 
testcase, several success/failure messages are issued. If 
one part of a job fails, it might not be noticed by a, 
tester, since messages often scroll off the screen. The way 
messages are handled in a sysplex could result in the tester 
seeing a success message for one part of a job after the 
overall testcase message was issued. This can cause testers 
to think that the whole testcase is successful, when in fact 
it failed, which can cause system problems to go unnoticed. 
A method of making the testcase success/failure messages 
more obvious to a tester is thus required. 
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[0169] A TT may have support for processing messages via 
an MPF (message processing facility) exit. The parameter 
list is mapped by the IEZVX100 mapping macro, which is 
described in an IBM publication entitled: "z/OS V1R1 MVS 
Data Areas", Vol. 1, GA22-7581, and which is hereby 
incorporated herein by reference in its entirety. It 
contains the CTXT (Comm. Task Exit) parameter list. 

[0170] As shown by the logic embodiment 1300 of FIG. 13, 
if messages prefixed by TT are being processed by TT's MPF 
exit TTSMPFE 1305, it checks to see if the message is for a 
testcase having informational messages 1310, and if so, TT 
sets the CTXTEMCO bit (change message color control bit) and 
the CTXTBLUE bit in CTXT to set the message color to blue 
1315. If the message is for a part of a job ending with a 
return code other than 0, or overall job return code other 
than 0 (indicating failure 1320), TT sets the CTXTEMCO bit 

(change message color control bit) and the CTXTPINK bit in 
the CTXT to set the message color to pink 1325. If the 
message is for a part of a job ending with return code zero 
or overall job return code 0 (success 1330) , TT sets the 
CTXTEMCO bit (change message color control bit) and the 
CTXTYELO bit in CTXT to set the message color to yellow 
1335. Thereafter, the message is processed if coded in the 
testcase to do so 1340, before processing exits to the 
system 1350. 

[0171] By having TT change a display characteristic 
(e.g., color) of these messages, the status of the testcase 
is easily determined by the tester, which saves time in 
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determining testcase status, or in identifying problems to 
be fixed, or informational messages to be evaluated. 

[0172] TT System Name Mapping 

[0173] TT testcases have the concept of a system id. 
This means TT will route that part of a testcase to the 
system with the matching system name, if it exists in the 
sysplex. If a system name does not exist in the sysplex, TT 
picks a system in the sysplex. Many testcases that are 
written by function test require one part of the job to run 
on a particular system in the sysplex, so the testcases are 
coded to the function test environment to allow that part of 
the job to run on the specified system. However, this means 
that if the testcase is to be run in a system test 
environment, each testcase would need to be modified to 
change the system id to match the required system in the 
sysplex it was running on. Since system test can have 
multiple sysplex environments to be tested, testcases would 
need to be changed on a continual basis and could not be run 
in more than one sysplex at a time. A way is thus needed to 
allow the testcase to be run on multiple sysplexes (i.e., 
different test environments) at the same time without 
modification. 

[0174] Support is added to TT (component test tool) to 
allow a user to specify what a systemid maps to in a table. 
In one example, the table has the format of Systemid: Real 
system name and set up when TT is initialized or a job is 
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submitted to update the table. There is one table per 
system in the sysplex. 

[0175] As shown by the logic example 1400 of FIG, 14, 
when a testcase is submitted 1405, TT processes each 
statement in the testcase. If the statement is an INIT 
statement 1410, processing checks for the SYSTEMID keyword 
1420. If the SYSTEMID keyword is specified, the value is 
compared to the entries in a system name mapping table 1430. 
If the value specified matches a value in the TT table, and 
a real system exists in the sysplex with that name 1450, TT 
indicates that this part of the testcase is to be executed 
on that system 1440. If there is no system with a matching 
name in the sysplex or the SYSTEMID is not in the mapping 
table, TT picks a system in the sysplex for this part of the 
job to execute on. It then processes the INIT statement 
1425 and checks for additional statements 1415. Once all 
the input statements are processed, TT sends each part of 
the testcase to the appropriate system in the sysplex 1455. 

[0176] This allows each unique system in a sysplex to 
have its own system name mapping table, and allows the same 
unmodified testcases to be executed in multiple sysplexes 
simultaneously without modification of the testcase source 
to select the controlling system in the sysplex. 

[0177] TT Verbs 

[0178] Updated system code in z/OS is to contain internal 
tables that need verifying for determining if a request 
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issued to a coupling facility should be driven synchronously 
or asynchronously, A way is thus needed to verify that 
these tables are being correctly updated on a real system 
without requiring dumps of the system. For a system-managed 
duplexed structure, the external services would drive 
requests to both structures, or to the primary structure 
depending on the type of request. The system also validates 
that both parts of a duplexed operation obtain results which 
indicate that the structures are in a consistent state. A 
way is thus needed to verify the contents of the secondary 
structure without breaking duplexing between each request, 
and as well as a way to place the structure in an 
inconsistent state to test system code for this. New TT 
verbs, which are discussed below, are proposed for this. 

[0179] XESXLFXR - The XESXLFXR verb uses internal system 
macros (i.e., IXLXLFXR, IXLXLFXT, & IXLXLFSR) to direct a 
coupling facility operation to one of the instances of a 
duplexed structure. It has support to read information from 
an instance of a coupling facility structure, update 
information in one instance of a coupling facility 
structure, deactivate duplexing in one instance of a 
coupling facility structure and/or to return information 
about the coupling facility itself. The z/OS code has the 
ability to direct operations to one instance of a duplex 
structure for its processing. XESXLFXR takes advantage of 
this function by using internal system macros to request 
commands be sent to a coupling facility. This allows the 
testcase to read only from a secondary structure of a 
duplexed pair of structures, instead of having to break 
duplexing so that external services could be used to verify 
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the structure . It also supports a command to deactivate 
duplexing in one of the structures at a time or to make the 
contents of a pair of structures inconsistent with each 
other . 

[0180] FIGS. 15A-15C depict one embodiment of XESXLFXR 
processing, generally denoted 1500. When a request for a 
directed coupling facility operation is issued 1505, 
processing checks to see if the secondary structure of a 
duplexed pair of structures is requested 1510. If "yes", 
then information about the secondary structure is retrieved 
from the system 1515. If "no", information is retrieved 
from the system about the primary structure 1520. Once the 
necessary structure information is retrieved, a check on the 
size of the data buffer for the request is performed 1525 in 
this embodiment. As one example, if the data buffer is less 
than or equal to 4K, the request is sent to the coupling 
facility for the requested structure instance synchronously 
1540. If the data buffer is greater than 4K, then the 
request is sent to the selected coupling facility 
asynchronously 1530, and completion of the request is 
requested 1535. Once the request completes in either case, 
a request return code is set and results are returned to the 
testcase 1545. 

[0181] The ability to direct a request to a specific 
instance of a duplex structure can be used to validate the 
contents of both structures 1550 (FIG. 15B) . A testcase 
would issue a request that creates data in both instances of 
a duplex structure 1555. The testcase then reads the data 
from the primary structure using a system service read 
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command (e.g., IXLLIST, IXLCACHE) 1560, and reads the data 
from the secondary structure using the XESXLFXR test tool 
request 1565. It then compares the information returned 
from the primary with the information returned from the 
secondary 1570. If data returned from both structures 
matches, an indication that the update was successful is 
returned 1575. Otherwise, the testcase is failed 1580. 

[0182] The ability to direct a request to an instance of 
a duplexed structure can also be used to cause the contents 
of a pair of duplex structures to become different in order 
to test the operating system code that handles out of sync 
conditions for a duplexed set of structures 1590 (see FIG. 
15C) . The testcase would issue a request that creates data 
in both instances of a duplexed structure 1591. The 
testcase then issues a request to delete information from, 
e.g., the secondary structure using an XESXLFXR test tool 
request 1592. The testcase issues a request to update in 
both structures the data that was just deleted from the 
secondary structure 1593. The testcase then compares the 
response from the update request to see if the expected 
results indicate the duplex structures are out of sync 1594. 
If the results returned indicate that the structures are out 
of sync, notice that the test was successful is returned 
1595. Otherwise, the testcase is failed 1596. 

[0183] SASHSELL - This TT verb uses an internal macro 
(IXLCMFCT) to find and return a pointer to the actual system 
heuristic cell for the requested opcode and type 
(simplex/duplex) and buffer size. This allows testcases to 
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self-verify that the heuristics table data for a synchronous 
request to the coupling facility is being properly updated. 

[0184] XESDMPSR - This TT verb allows a testcase to use 
internal system services (IXCDSR & IXLXLFMR) to cause dump 
serialization on a coupling facility structure. Existing 
support can obtain dump serialization on both instances of a 
system-managed duplexed structure. The updates to this verb 
allowed dump serialization to be obtained and released on 
the primary, secondary or both structures. This allows 
testcases greater control over which requests to a duplexed 
structure are to see dump serialization. 

[0185] ERROR - Testcases are written to a defined 
standard which includes checking the environment that the 
testcase is executing in. If the environment is not 
sufficient for the testcase to execute successfully, it is 
terminated with a specific return code X (e.g., X=8) . In a 
sysplex environment, a testcase executing on multiple 
systems in the sysplex needs to check the environment on 
each system and set a return code for the part of the 
testcase executing on that system. Pre-existing test tool 
support did not stop processing for environmental errors, so 
if only one part of the multi-system testcase failed 
environment checking, the parts of a testcase on other 
systems did not terminate. Thus, a way is needed to 
terminate an entire testcase (e.g., with a return code 8) 
when one system does not have a sufficient environment. 
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[0186] The ERROR verb is updated herein to have a new 
ENVIRONMENT keyword. This causes all parts of a TT testcase 
to terminate with a return code 8 (i.e., a testcase standard 
return code for, environment error) . Prior to this support, 
each part of a multi-system testcase needed to do its own 
environment checking and terminate its piece of the 
testcase. If only one system failed the environment check, 
that part of the testcase would terminate and the remainder 
of the job would hang. The logic disclosed herein causes 
all parts of the testcase to automatically terminate when 
the ERROR verb is invoked with the ENVIRONMENT keyword. 

[0187] One embodiment of local processing 1600 for an 
error environment is depicted in FIG. 16A. When the ERROR 
environment statement is executed, an indication the 
testcase is terminating for environmental reasons is saved 
for diagnostic purposes 1605. The local testcase return 
code is then checked to see if it is greater than X, wherein 
X represents an environmental error (e.g., X=8). If "no", 
the testcase return code is set to X 1615. Once the local 
testcase return code is greater than or equal to X, a check 
is made to see if the testcase is a multi-system testcase 
1620. If so, a signal is sent to the remote parts of the 
testcase executing on other systems to terminate all 
portions with a return code X 1625. The local processing of 
the testcase is then terminated 1630. 

[0188] An example of remote processing for an error 
environment signal is depicted in FIG. 16B (i.e., processing 
on a system remote from the environmental error) . When a 
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remote part of a testcase receives a signal from another 
part of the testcase 1640, it initially checks to see if the 
signal is an environmental error signal 1645. If "no", it 
processes the signal 1650 and waits for the next signal 
1655. If the signal is an environmental error signal, an 
indication that the testcase is terminating for 
environmental reasons is saved 1660. If the local testcase 
return code is not greater than X 1665, the local testcase 
return code is set to X (e.g., 8) 1670, and the testcase is 
terminated 1675. 

[0189] TT Testcase Macros 

[0190] Testcases to be created for system-managed 
duplexing should have many of the same code written for 
validating environments and correct executions. A set of TT 
macros have thus been created to allow a large portion of 
the common code to only be coded once. There are testcase 
standards that each testcase must conform to, such as 
setting a return code of 8 when the environment the testcase 
is running in is not sufficient to allow the testcase to 
execute . 

[0191] The macros are: 

[0192] DUPLXTST - This macro sets up and validates an 
execution environment, provides testcase serialization and 
detects certain errors at execution time. It provides 
serialization by issuing ENQ macros on three resources to 
serialize: the CFRM policy, testcases that must execute 
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without any other testcases and testcases that cause a loss 
of connectivity to the coupling facility. A CFRM policy job 
and policy name can be specified to optionally run a job to 
define CFRM policy and start the specified CFRM policy if it 
is not already started when executing in a function test 
environment. It validates the system supported level of the 
coupling facility, the CFLEVEL of the connected coupling 
facilities, the minimum and maximum number of coupling 
facilities available to the system, the duplex keyword in 
the CFRM policy of the structure the testcase uses, and the 
minimum and maximum number of coupling facilities with 
coupling facility to coupling facility connectivity. If any 
of these checks fail, the testcase is terminated with an 
environment error. 

[0193] It further checks for coupling facilties that are 
offline and fails the testcase if it cannot tolerate offline 
coupling facilities with an environment error. It is also 
possible for the system to experience an error in 
processing, but be able to recover from it such that the 
testcase might not notice. In these cases the system issues 
an IXC573I message. The DUPLXTST macro generates code to 
monitor the system for these messages and fails the testcase 
if one appears unexpectedly by doing the following: 

1) testcase return code is set to indicate failure, 

2) an sdump will be taken, and 

3) test tool processing will be terminated. 
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[0194] Once the testcase completes execution, DUPLXTST 
will restore the CFRM policy back to the policy that was 
active if it had changed it when the testcase started. It 
also provides testcase execution sync points at startup and 
cleanup time to make sure all parts of a job that execute on 
multiple systems start and end without interfering with each 
other . 

[0195] STRPHASE - This macro issues an IXCQUERY for the 
specified structure and validates that the structure is in 
the expected phase of a system managed process. It provides 
the ability to retry the IXCQUERY if the phase is not yet at 
the expected phase. If the rebuild phase does not match 
that requested, the macro does the following: 

1) testcase return code is set to indicate failure, 

2) an sdump will be taken, 

3) the current PARMLIST will be displayed, and 

4) test tool processing stops for the current 
workunit . 

[0196] CHKCFSTR - provides the ability for a testcase to 
use the XESXLFXR verb to verify that the connector to the 
structure or the structure itself has been properly cleaned 
up in the coupling facilty. The current set of external 
services does not provide this capability and there is no 
way for a testcase to verify this. There may be problems in 
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the system code where this is not being properly cleand up. 
Using the XESXLFXR TT verb, this macro provides an option 
that will save information necessary from the coupling 
facility prior to a request to disconnect or deallocate the 
structure in the coupling facility. After the coupling 
facility should have cleaned up, a verify option of the 
macro can be invoked to check the coupling facility for the 
existence of the resource that should have been cleaned up. 
If the resource was not cleaned up, the macro does the 
following: 

1) testcase return code is set to indicate failure, 

2) an sdump will be taken, and 

3) test tool processing will be terminated. 

[0197] SETSASHT - This macro returns the contents of a 
field of an internal control block to force the next request 
to be issued synchronously to the coupling facility. See TT 
SYNC switch for detail on how this works. 

[0198] LOCKSYNC - This macro sets a bit or field in an 
internal control block to cause subsequent externally issued 
requests to the coupling facility to be processed 
synchronously, asynchronously or let the system decide. 
This gives testcases control over individual requests using 
the same fields in the internal control block that TT' s Sync 
and Async switches use. 
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[0199] WHENMSG - In a sysplex environment, a process 
started at one system in a sysplex may complete and issue a 
message on another system in the sysplex. If a testcase 
starts a process and needs to wait for the process to 
complete, it may have no way of knowing which system in the 
sysplex is going to complete the process. This 
traditionally requires testcases to have knowledge of the 
environment. A way is thus needed to provide multi-system 
testcases with the ability to find a message on any system 
in the sysplex. If processing on any of the systems in the 
sysplex has problems, it would issue a message indicating 
that problems have happened and attempt to recover. A way 
to detect these errors and cause the executing testcase to 
fail if an error is encountered is also needed. 

[0200] The WHENMSG macro is preferably created with 
several options that allow each part of a testcase running 
on a system in a sysplex to code options that will allow a 
message with a text stream within it the following options: 
(1) allow the initiating system to wait for a message issued 
on any system, (2) call testcase code on the system the 
message was found on (3) take an SVC dump or (4) fail the 
testcase. To accomplish this, there are three request 
options on the macro, i.e., SETUP, CLEANUP and WAIT. 
Request SETUP processing activates the message processing 
then creates a task to process the message and take the 
requested action of POST, CALL, DUMP, or FAIL. Action POST 
resumes option WAIT. Action CALL invokes testcase code. 
Action DUMP causes a diagnostic dump to be taken. Action 
FAIL terminates the testcase. An option SEARCHTEXT can be 
specified to further qualify the message being found. 
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R e q Ues t CLEANUP processing requests the attached task to 
terminate, detaches the task and deactivates the message 
processing facility for the message. Request WAIT 
processing waits for a signal to be received indicating that 
the message has been issued. 

[0201] Logic 1700 of FIG. 17A depicts one embodiment of 
REQUEST (SETUP) logic. When invoked, it attaches a new task 
that will process when the requested message is found 1710. 
Processing then activates the message processing facility 
for the request message 1715. If the optional SEARCHTEXT 
was specified 1720, the value is saved for the attached task 
to use to qualify the message found 1725. If SEARCHTEXT was 
not specified, the SEARCHTEXT string is set to binary zeros 
1730, after which testcase execution continues 1735. 

[0202] One embodiment of task processing 1750 is depicted 
in FIG. 17B. The attached task waits for the message 
processing facility to find the requested message 1752. 
When the message is found by the system message processing 
facility, it resumes the task. If the message is a request 
to terminate 1754, the task ends 1756. Otherwise, the task 
checks to see if SEARCHTEXT is binary zeros 1758. If "no", 
or if the SEARCHTEXT string is found within the message 
being processed 1760, the message is considered a match and 
the action requested is taken. If the action is POST 1762, 
a call is sent indicating the message is found to all 
systems 1764. If the action is CALL 1766, code within the 
testcase is executed 1768. If the action is DUMP 1770, an 
SVC dump is requested from the system 1772. If the action 
is FAIL 1774, the testcase is terminated 1776. For actions 
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POST, CALL and DUMP, or if the SEARCHTEXT was not found in 
the message, the task will wait for the next instance of the 
message to be issued 1752. 

[0203] FIG. 17C depicts one embodiment of logic employed 
when a request CLEANUP is issued 1780. Processing initially 
terminates the processing 1782 and causes the task to end. 
It then waits for the task to terminate 1784, and detaches 
the task 1786, before deactivating the message processing 
for the requested message 1788, and continuing testcase 
execution 1790. 

[0204] FIG. 17D depicts one embodiment of logic for 
processing a request WAIT message 1795. When a REQUEST 

(WAIT) is issued, it waits for the message found signal to 
be sent from the task 1796. Once the signal is received, 
the testcase continues execution 1797. 

[0205] QCFLINK - If the testcase is running on a VICOM 
system, it issues commands to VICOM to retrieve information 
about the coupling facility-to-coupling facility links 
currently in use. It returns to the testcases the userids 
of the coupling facility and information about the channel 
paths being used for coupling facility-to-coupling facility 
connectivity and the type of each path (sender/receiver) . 

[0206] MOVESTRS - This macro can be used to get a 
structure or a set of structures into a particular set of 
coupling facilities. This works for both simplex and duplex 
structures. The intent of this macro is to make testcases 
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more flexible by being able to accommodate a wider set of 
policy and coupling facility configurations. The idea is 
that a loop is made that invokes a REQUEST (NEXT) each time 
and moves to the next configuration of structures in the 
coupling facilities. It can be useful when trying to get 
structures into coupling facilities with a certain position 
in the preference list. It is up to the issuer of the macro 
to make sure that a structure has completed a transition by 
observing events in connector event exits, monitoring 
messages, or listening to enfs. MOVESTRS will move exactly 
one of the structures listed on the STRNAME parameter on 
each invocation of the MOVESTRS REQUEST (NEXT) invocations. 
MOVESTRS will end the testcase if it believes it has 
exhausted all possible combinations of structure 
configurations. The return code with which the testcase 
ends can be specified with the RETCODE parameter. 

[0207] RCRXMAC - This macro (which is described further 
below in connection with FIG. 18) uses the DUPLXTST and 
RCRXVER macros as well as system services (i.e., IXCQUERY, 
IXLCONN, IXLLSTC & IXLLSTE) to set up and validate the 
environment and perform operations to the primary, secondary 
or both list structures of a system managed duplexed pair of 
structures, and validate the results, and start and stop 
system managed duplexing. 

[0208] RCRXVER - This macro is invoked by RCRXMAC to 
verify ixllist operations. RCRXVER encapsulates a 
simulation of a list structure. It uses an array of list 
entries and chains the entries in primary and secondary 
order. Entries can be created, moved, read, and deleted. 
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Entry data, adjunct data, list controls, and list entry 
controls are kept in local storage to represent the list 
structure. RCRXVER verifies that: 



[0209] 1) 



The real list structure is correct by 
comparing its local copy of the list 
structure with the real list structure, entry 
by entry, for both primary and secondary key 
order (when ref option=key) or by name (when 
ref option=name) . 



[0210] 2) The answer area is correct after each 

individual list operation is performed. 



[0211] 3) 



The correct locks are held, when the list 
structure supports locks. 



[0212] 4) 



List monitoring is correct, by maintaining 
EMC information and comparing it against the 
real structure. 



[0213] If validation fails, the RCRXVER does the 
following: 

[0214] 1) testcase return code is set to indicate 
failure, 

[0215] 2) an sdump will be taken, and 



[0216] 3) test tool processing will be terminated. 
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[0217] Returning to the RCRXMA.C macro, the standard 
testing process used to test and validate a list structure 
function in a coupling facility (CF) requires each testcase 
to be uniquely coded with data variables to contain data and 
status information used during the update step, and uniquely 
coded with instructions to read the list structure contents 
and to perform the comparison as uniquely determined by the 
specific updates that were made to the list structure. With 
duplexed list structures, an additional type of testing is 
required to force the list structures to recognize certain 
out-of-sync error conditions by purposely updating each of 
the two structures with different content. This increases 
the amount and complexity of the unique data variables and 
code required in each testcase to properly verify not only 
the final results of the list structure updates, but also of 
intermediary results to verify that an out-of-sync condition 
has been properly established prior to the stimulus that 
will lead to the recognition by the list structure of the 
out-of-sync condition. The additional complexity 
notwithstanding, some method is needed to simplify the 
verification step such that each testcase can be coded 
without the unique data variables and unique verification 
code . 

[0218] The RCRXMAC and RCRXVER macros allow a testcase to 
be coded to update both simplex and duplexed list structures 
without requiring unique data variables and verification 
code to verify the list structure contents. This is 
accomplished by encapsulating within RCRXMAC and RCRXVER a 
general set of data variables and verification code that 
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understands the architectural characteristics of the list 
structure and, by intercepting each update made to the list 
structure, incorporates those updates within its own set of 
data variables (herein also referred to as the simulated 
computer structure) , and then performs a complete read of 
the list structure contents to compare against its own set 
of data variables to verify that the contents and status 
match in every detail. FIG. 18 shows one embodiment of 
process logic 1800 performed by RCRXMAC, using in part 
RCRXVER. 

[0219] An RCRXMAC request is issued in the testcase to 
update the list structure contents 1805. The request can 
specify that a list entry be created, moved, updated, read, 
or deleted. The request can specify whether the update is 
to be made to the primary structure only, to the secondary 
structure only (if the list structure is duplexed), or to 
both the primary and secondary structure (again, if 
duplexed) . 

[0220] Logic then determines whether to update the 
primary, secondary, or both structures as requested on the 
RCRXMAC invocation 1810. If only the primary list structure 
is to be updated, an IXLXLFXR invocation is made to update 
the primary structure 1815, or if only the secondary 
structure is to be updated, and duplexing is active, an 
IXLXLFXR invocation is made to update the secondary 
structure 1820. If both the primary and the secondary 
structure are to be updated, an IXLLSTE invocation is made 
to update both the primary and secondary list structure 
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1825, The IXLLSTE request will update only the primary list 
structure if duplexing is not active. 

[0221] RCRXMAC logic next invokes the RCRXVER function to 
update the internal data variables within the RCRXVER 
environment 1830. These internal data variables are updated 
to internally represent the expected content of the list 
structure based on the known architectural behavior of the 
list structure and based on whether the primary, secondary, 
or both the primary and secondary list structures were 
updated. Note that the internal data variables may not 
change if, for example, the expected result of the request 
is that it will be rejected or ignored because of a 
condition that had been previously and purposely established 
by the testcase during processing of an earlier RCRXMAC 
invocation. This feature is both valuable and unique in 
that the processing history of the list structure is 
maintained within the internal variables, thus alleviating 
the testcase of the need to maintain this history. 

[0222] The RCRXMAC logic subsequently invokes the RCRXVER 
function to verify the contents of the list structure by 
comparing the contents against the expected contents saved 
in the internal data variables 1835. This is accomplished 
by reading each list entry from the list structure one entry 
at a time and comparing the list entry data and control 
information with the expected values contained in the 
internal data variables 1840. The primary list structure is 
processed first and, if duplexing is active, the secondary 
list structure is processed. This read and compare function 
is an aspect of this invention because the entire set of 
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data and control values associated with each list entry, and 
with each set of list entries, and with both the primary and 
secondary list structure are verified, thus alleviating the 
testcase of the task of understanding the architectural 
behavior and all of the associated data and control values 
that change from one update to the next. Each testcase can 
thus focus on performing the high level functions and test 
special interactions by making several invocations of the 
RCRXMAC function, and each invocation will automatically 
perform all of the list structure data and control 
verification for the testcase. 

[0223] If the comparison 1840 is not equal, the testcase 
is appropriately failed with a return code to indicate the 
nature of the problem 1845. If the comparison is equal, 
processing moves on to evaluate whether all entries have 
been processed 1850. If more entries are to be processed, 
processing returns to read and compare the next list entry 
1835. 

[0224] If all entries have been processed, logic returns 
control to the testcase 1855. Thus, invocation of 
RCRXMAC /RCRXVER is complete, all list structure updates have 
completed successfully and the internal data variables now 
reflect the current contents of the list structure. The 
testcase may now invoke RCRXMAC again with a new update 
request and the process will start again from the top. 

[0225] The full scope of the RCRXMAC and RCRXVER 
functions can include additional facilities that allow a 
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testcase to establish special conditions within a primary 
and secondary list structure in order to test out-of-sync 
conditions, monitoring events, and lock contention and 
sequencing conditions. 

[0226] One aspect of this invention is the automatic 
verification of list structure data and control information 
for both simplex and duplexed list or cache structures. A 
testcase can be written to do one set of RCRXMAC invocations 
against a simplex structure, and then minimally modified to 
perform the same set of RCRXMAC invocations against a 
duplexed structure without needing to write any of the 
verification code. Also, an existing testcase using the 
RCRXMAC functions can be easily enhanced to add more RCRXMAC 
invocations to do additional list structure operations, 
again without needing to understand the architectural 
behavior of the list structure and without needing to write 
any verification code. Additionally, the RCRXMAC functions 
can be readily extended to testing cache structure 
operations if desired. 

[0227] Model testcases: 

[0228] The concepts disclosed herein can facilitate an 
early system test of managed duplexing code. Such a system 
test can be performed before all the code is written and 
tested. In order to ensure stability of the driver, 
function testing needs to make sure that the system 
functions properly when stressed with requests to duplex 
structures . 
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[0229] In order to accomplish this, a set of testcases 
can be assembled that uses list structures, lock structures 
and cache structures (the three structure models) to 
simulate an actual application using system managed duplexed 
structures. The testcases can be set up with a task to 
handle all the expected events that could be presented to a 
connections event exit. If a testcase could not connect to 
a structure, it sets up an ENF 35 listen exit to look for 
ENF 35 events for the structure it was attempting to use, 
and would then retry to connect to the structure. 
Additional tasks can be attached to drive requests to the 
structures. These tasks can issue patches of requests, 
covering the different request types of IXLCACHE, IXLLOCK 
and IXLLIST/IXLLSTC/IXLLSTM/IXLLSTE macros. This will allow 
large numbers of requests to be issued to system managed 
duplexed structures and allow system managed duplexing to be 
started or stopped by operator command or error injection 
(loss of connectivity, structure failure, etc.). 

[0230] The present invention can be included in an 
article of manufacture (e.g., one or more computer program 
products) having, for instance, computer usable media. The 
media has embodied therein, for instance, computer readable 
program code means for providing and facilitating the 
capabilities of the present invention. The article of 
manufacture can be included as a part of a computer system 
or sold separately. 
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[0231] Additionally, at least one program storage device 
readable by a machine, tangibly embodying at least one 
program of instructions executable by the machine to perform 
the capabilities of the present invention can be provided, 

[0232] The flow diagrams depicted herein are just 
examples. There may be many variations to these diagrams or 
the steps (or operations) described therein without 
departing from the spirit of the invention. For instance, 
the steps may be performed in a differing order, or steps 
may be added, deleted or modified. All of these variations 
are considered a part of the claimed invention. 

[0233] Although preferred embodiments have been depicted 

and described in detail herein, it will be apparent to those 
skilled in the relevant art that various modifications, 
additions, substitutions and the like can be made without 
departing from the spirit of the invention and these are 
therefore considered to be within the scope of the invention 
as defined in the following claims. 
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